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ADVERTISEMENT. 

^TT^  HE  Author  of  the  follow- 
ing Leaves,  delivers  them 
to  the  Public,  with  that  Caution 
which  the  Importance  of  the  Mat- 
ter requires. — He  has  been  in- 
duced to  take  up  the  Pen,  from 
the  Abhorrence  in  which  he  holds 
the  Syftem  endeavoured  to  be 
eftablifhed  in  that  Work,  v/hich 

is 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

is  now  the  Subjed  of  his  Com- 
ment ;  and  from  a  Convidion 
that  it  will  not  ftand  the  Teft  of 
God's  Word,  when  taken  in  the 
Aggregate.— -How  far  he  has  fuc- 
ceeded  in  his  Ideas  upon  the 
Occafion,  muft  be  left  to  the 
Judgment  of  the  Reader. 

The  Writer  is  aware  of  the 
facred  Ground  on  which  he  is 
treading,  while  as  a  human  Crea- 
ture,   he  prefumes  to  offer   any 

Illuftration 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

lUuftration  of  the  Word  of  God. 
If  in  this  Part  of  his  Undertaking 
he  fhould  be  found  to  have  erred, 
he  is  not  only  willing  but  dejirous 
to  be  corrected  : — only  referving 
to  himfelf  the  Confcioufnefs  of 
not  having  intended  to  put  any 
Conftrudions  on  the  Word  of 
Truth,  inconfiftent  with  the  Glory 
and  Perfedions  of  it's  Author. 

For  the  feeble  Manner  in  which 
Jie  has  fupported   his   own  Con- 

vidions ; 


ADVERTISEMENT. 

vidions ;  and  for  the  Inaccuracies 
of  Stile  and  Compofition,  the 
Writer  craves  the  Indulgence  of 
thofe,  intowhofe  Hands  this  Trifle 
may  fall. 

05lo'ber  5,  1780, 
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Rev.  Sir^ 

'  I  ^H  E  work  whicli  you  have  lately 
delivered  to  the  pubHc,  is  calcu- 
lated to  call  forth  the  attention  of  every 
ferious-minded  man  ;  as  it  is  fraught 
with  principles,  which,  if  fuffered  to 
take  place,  mult  produce  fome  very  im- 
portant revolutions  in  the  manners  of 
the  world,  I  have  perufed  the  perforni- 
B  ance 
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ance  with  that  caution  and  diligence 
which  it  required.  I  entered  upon  it 
without  having  my  judgment  perverted 
with  thofe  prejudices  which  too  fre- 
quently aftuate  the  multitude. 

I  am  now  about  to  offer  an  obferva- 
tion  or  two  upon  what  I  conceive  to  be 
the  moft  material  part  of  your  work  ; — I 
;mean  the  Chapter  of  Polygamy.  I  am 
not  unconfcious  of  my  own  incompe- 
tency to  enter  the  lifts  with  you,  on  the 
matter  of  critical  difquifition.  If  our 
prefent  fubjed  required  the  aid  of  fcho- 
laftic  erudition,  I  fhould  tremble  at  the 
idea  of  hazarding  an  opinion  contradic- 
tory to  your  own. 

Believe 
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Believe  me.  Sir,  this  is  not  the  lan- 
guage of  compliment,  for  no  one  holds 
in  more  fincere  admiration  the  depth  of 
your  argument,  the  clofenefs  of  your 
reafoning,  or  the  profundity  of  your  ta- 
lents ;  but  you  are  hardly  to  be  reminded 
that  you  have  endeavoured  to  eftablifh 
your  fyftem  on  the  written  word  of  God^ 
abftraftedly  from  all  other  authorities  ; 
confequently  any  perfon  who  can  read 
the  Bible  with  that  Ipirit  which  renders 
it  profitable  for  inJiruBion^  is  equal  to  the 
defence  of  any  truth,  or  the  oppofing 
any  error,  with  the  mofl  learned  Draw- 
canfir  who  ever  wielded  a  pen  in  the 
field  of  argument. 

B  2  The 
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The  chief  objecl  of  your  labours  feems 
to  be  the  juftification  of  Polygamy  ; 
a  mode  of  condufl:,  it  muft  be  confeff- 
ed,    not    unfrequently  adopted  by   the 
world  in  pra5lice^  though  rarely  hitherto 
vindicated  on  principle.     This  tafk  was 
referved  for  a  Gentleman  of  your  order 
and  charadler.      You   have,     in    truth, 
produced  authorities  innumerable  from 
the  Scriptures  ;   but  you  will  pardon  me 
when  I    intimate    my    fuipicions   from 
what  I  have  read,  that  you  have  made 
thofe  authorities  correfpond  with  your 
fyftem,  inftead  of  rendering  the  fyftem 
fubfervient  to  the  %vord  of  truth ;  or,  to 
fpeak  in  plainer  terms,  it  appears  to  me 

that 
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that  you  have  made  the  Bible  rather  the 
prop,  than  the  foundation,  of  your  hy- 
pothefis. 

Infl:an<ies  have  been  produced  by  you, 
ahnoft  without  number,  wherein  many 
charadlers  under  the  Mofaic  difpenfation 
lived  in  a  ftate  of  polygamy,  without 
it's  having  appeared  that  they  thereby 
incurred  the  difpleafure  of  their  God. 
This  cannot  be  attempted  to  be  denied : 
but  it  becomes  a  queftion  of  very  great 
Importance,  and  well  worthy  of  mature 
confideration,  whether  thefe  fafts  were 
not  permitted,  as  the  efpecial  means, 
to  anfwer  fome  very  particular  purpofes 
in  the  theocracy  over  the  Jews, 

It 
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It  has  been,  I  believe,  conjedured,  that 
this,  among  other  circumftances,  was 
intended  to  fecure  the  promifed  Meffiah 
,from  the  imputation  of  defccnding  other- 
wife,  than  from  the  feed  of  Abraham, 
and  that  fo  foon  as  this  end  was  accom- 
plifhed,  the  plurality  of  wives  was  no 
longer  to  be  warranted. 

To  account  for  the  manner  in  which 
this  conjeflure  might  be  fuppofed  to 
operate,  is  more  than  I  undertake.  Nor 
indeed  can  it  be  for  man  to  enter  into 
x\\^Jecret  counfels  of  God.  However,  all 
this  conjectural  reafoning  is  of  no  avail, 
as  it  leads  to  no  certain  conclufions. 

Admitting 
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Admitting  the  force  to  be  derived 
from  the  inftances  recorded  in  the  Old 
Teftament,  It  remains  to  be  proved,  that 
this  mode  of  condudl  ftands  juftified  un- 
der the  gofpel  difpenfation. 

You  have  with  great  propriety  repeat- 
ed to  us  the  argument,  that  as  God  is 
the  author  of  the  moral,  as  well  as  of 
the  religious  world,  whatever  was  by 
him,  at  the  firft  foundation  of  the  crea- 
tion, conftituted  morale  muft,  according 
to  the  eternity  of  his  law,  continue  fa 
to  the  end.  In  fupport  of  this,  you 
properly  introduce  the  well  known  af- 
fertion  of  our  Lord,  who  tells  us.  Matt, 
V.  17,  1 8,    *'  Think  not  I  am  come  to 

^*  deflroy 
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"  deftroy  the  Law,  or  the  Prophets ;  I 
*^  am  not  come  to  deftroy,  but  to  fulfil. 

*'  For  verily  I  fay  unto  you,  'till 
'^  Heaven  and  Earth  pafs,  one  jot,  or 
**  one  tittle,  fhall  in  no  wife  pafs,  (V/7/ 
"  alljba/l  be  fulfilled  *".) 

We  admit  this  as  an  irrefragable  pofi- 

tion;  but  in  admitting  it,  we  muft  be 

cautious  in  afcertaining  what  really  con- 

ftitutes   this    law ;    otherwife,  '  in    the 

'language  of  Lord  Shaftefbury  t,   "  We 

*  It  is  rather  remarkable,  Mr.  M.  when  he 
quotes  this  authority  of  our  Lord,  leaves  out  this 
very  material  part  of  it — But  more  of  this  pre- 
fently. 

t  I  dcfire  to  be  properly  underftood.  I  do  not 
introduce  his  lordlhip  as  any  authority,  I  only 
adopt  his  phrafe. 


ti 
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"  may  chance  to  do  God  little  honour, 
*'  when  we  intended  him  the  moft." 
Here  the  queftion  is,  whether  the  term 
^'  Law,"  in  this  place,  comprehends 
within  its  meaning,  the  whole  of  the 
Mofaic  Code^  whether  ceremonial,  poli- 
tical, or  moral. 

If  I  imderftand  yjour  opinion,  you  in- 
fer from  it,  that  whatever  ftands  re- 
corded as  the  Law,  of  whatever  nature 
it  may  be,  under  the  Mofaic  Difpenfati- 
on,  is  equally  obligatory  under  that  of^ 
Chrift.  I  believe  many  will  differ  from 
you ;  becaufe  it  can  hardly  admit  of  a 
doubt,  that  there  were  feme  laws  cal- 
culated for  the  peculiar  diredion  of  the 
C  Jewifli 
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Jewilh  nation,  in  their  political  capacity^ 
which  were  not  intended  as  permanent 
rules  of  government  to  the  fucceeding 
world  ;  confequently,  though  thefe 
were  laws  declared  by  God  himfelf, 
through  the  inftrumentallty  of  his  fer- 
vant  Mofes,  they  did  not  conftitute  part 
of  his  eternal  Law,  but  were  only  In- 
tended as  a  portion  of  their  ordinary  ju- 
rifprudence,  accommodated  to  the  na- 
ture, and  to  the  temporary  exigence  of 
the  people* 

Few  perfons,  I  apprehend,  are  fo  un- 
acquainted with  their  Bible,  as  to  re- 
quire many  proofs  to  be  brought  for- 
ward to  illuftrate  the  propriety  of  this 

opinion  :  — • 
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opinion :  —  but  by  v/ay  of  fupporting 
the  argument,  we  will  refer  the  Reader 
to  one  or  two  cafes,  which  will  ftribQ 
conviclion  on  the  fubjeft. 

In  the  firft  place,  the  original  com- 
mand, '^  Increafe  and  multiply,"  muft, 
in  the  earlieft  inftances,  have  been  ful-- 
filled  through  the  medium  of  inceftuous 
commerce  :  —  but  when  the  world  had 
become  fufficiently  peopled,  this  no 
longer  was  permitted  :  —  and  thence  it 
became  fin.  This  is  a  prpof  that  means 
were  occaiionally  made  ufe  of  to  for- 
ward the  divine  purpofes,  which,  when 
cpmpleated,  ceafed  to  be  lawful  •  — 
h*;:nce  it  appears,  that  the  law  of  wnich 
C  2,  WQ 
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we  are  fpeaklng,  was  fubjefl:  to  that  va-! 
riation,  which  the  urgency  of  events 
at  that  time  rendered  neceflary. 

Exodus  xxi.  28,29.  furnifhes  us  with 
another  inftance,  proving  the  propriety 
of  our  fentimenis  on  this  head.  The 
Word  of  God  there  fays, 

*'  If  an  ox  gore  a  man  or  a  woman 
*^  that  they  die,  then  the  ox  fhall  be 

furely  ftoned,  and  his  flefli  fhall  not 
*'  be  eaten,  but  the  owner  of  the  ox, 
♦«  ihall  be  quit. 

^'  But  if  the  ox  were  wont  to  pufh 
^'  with  his  horn  in  time  paft,  and  it 
*'  hath  been  teftified  to  his  owner,  and 
^^  he  hath  not  kept  him  in,  but  that  he 

^'  hath 
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*'  hath  killed  a  man  or  a  woman,  the 
^'  ox  (hall  be  ftoned,  ajid  his  owner  alfq 
^'  Jhall  he  put  to  death'' 

Is  it  to  be  believed,  that,  under  the 
government  of  the  NewTeilament,  this 
flatute  continues  to  operate  as  an  unre-^ 
pealed  command  ?  Surely  not.  It 
could  only  be  intended  as  a  part  of  the 
civil  policy  of  the  Jews,  and  by  no 
means  as  a  portion  of  the  unchangeable 
Jaw  of  God. 

Again,  we  find  in  Leviticus  xxiv.  20. 
it  is  declared  that  there  fhall  be  ''breaich 
f'  for  breach,  eye  for  eye,  tooth  for 
^'  tooth;  as  he  hath  caufed  a  blemifh 
^'  in  a  man,  fo  fhall  it  be  done  to  him, 

^'  again.'* 
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*'  again."  This  law  was  abrogated  by 
Chriil  himfelf,  w^hen  upon  earth. 

Thefe  extrafts  from  the  only  infalli- 
ble guide,  the  Word  of  'Truths  will,  I 
apprehend,  by  every  candid  enquirer, 
be  admitted  as  authorities  fufficiently 
proving,  that  every  law  which  was 
given  by  Mofes  to  the  Jews,  cannot  be 
confidered,  in  each  inftance,  as  the  un- 
changing ftandard  of  God's  will. 

It  muft  be  allowed,  that  throughout 
your  Publication,  you  have  proved 
yourfelf  an  indefatigable  advocate  for 
the  univerfality  and  immutability  of 
every  command  which  ftands  recorded 
on  the  faithful  page  of  facred  hiftory. 
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In  the  fupport  of  this  traui  of  ideas, 
you  have  adopted  the  only  method  of 
ftamping  convidion  on  the  minds  of 
your  Readers,  comparing  Scripture  with 
Scripture.  In  doing  this,  however,  the 
excefs  of  your  zeal  has  fometimes  hur- 
ried you  into  conclufions  by  no  means 
correfpondent  with  the  letter  of  the 
text. 

It  is  here  that  I  cannot  forbear  mak- 
ing what,  by  fome,  may  be  deemed  a 
prefumptuous  obfervation,  That  in  le- 
veral  comments,  interpretations,  and  pa- 
raphrafes,  which  you  have  made  on  the 
facred  authorities  introduced,  you  have 
put  fuch  conflruitions  on  them,  as  evi- 
dently 
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dently  to  deftroy  or  pervert  their  literal 
meaning.  In  confirmation  of  this  affer^ 
tion,  I  think  I  can  appeal  to  two  or  three 
inftances,  wherein  I  am  inclined  to  be- 
lieve I  fhall  be  joined  by  every  Impar- 
tial and  unprejudided  perfoii. 

The  firft  inftance  of  this  kind  to  b^ 
brought  forward,  ihall  be  precifely  iii 
your  ow^n  words  :  '^  Te  have  heard  that 
*^  it  hath  been  faid,  An  eye  for  an  eye^  a 
^"^  tooth  for  a  tooth  \  but  I  fay  unto  you^ 
*^  that  ye  rejift  not  evil^  but  whofoever 
'^^  Jhall  fmite  thee  on  the  right  cheeky  turn 
*'  to  kirn  the  other  afo^  6cc.  This  refers 
"  to  Exodus  xxi.  24.  where  the  Law  of 
"  retaliation  was  ena6ted,  to  be  admi- 

*'  niftered 
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"  niftered  by  the  Judges  of  Ifrael  in  a 
^'  judicial  way,  on  the  lawful  convidion 
^'  of  offenders :  but  the  Jews,  whp 
^'  were  taught  to  abufe  every  thing, 
*'  made  this  a  rule  of  proceeding  in  their 
'^  own  private  a6ls  of  revenge  upon 
"  one  another.  Such  a  ternper  and 
^'  difpofition  as  this  was  very  finful  to 
^'  indulge,  much  more  to  gratify;  our 
*^  Lord  therefore  checks  this,  by  teach- 
*'  ing  patience  and  forbearance,  and 
^'  doing  good  to,  rather  than  injuring 
*«  their  enemies.      But  still  here  ^s 

*'  NO  NEW  LAW." 

Now,   Sir,  without  bewildering  pur- 
felves  in  the  fubtleties  of  fophiftry,  let 
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me  a(k  you  what  can  be  plainer  thau 
this  being  a  7tew  law  ?  Our  Saviour  tell3 
us,  *'  Ye  have  heard,  that  it  hath  been 
^*  faid^  an  eye  for  an  eye,  &c.  But 
"  I  fay  unto  you,  that  ye  refift  not  evil," 
&c.  Inafmuch  as  if  he  had  faid, 
you  know  that  it  has  hitherto  been  a 
part  of  the  law,  that  retaliation  fhoul4 
in  every  inftance  take  place  :  but  the 
fpirit  of  my  government,  is  of  a  more 
benign,  and  humble  nature  ;  I  will  not 
that  you  dofo  now;  for  inftead  of  urging 
your  refentments  for  the  injuries  you 
may  receive  in  the  world,  it  is  the  ^x- 
prcfs  command  of  me,  Jehovah,  who 
f  m  greater  than  Mofes,  to  you  my  Dif- 

ciples, 
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tiples,  that  you  refifi  not,  and  that  ye 
endue  yourfelves  with  that  paffive  cou- 
rage, which  can  alone  render  you  meet 
for  the  kingdom  of  Heaven. 

I  will  not  hefitate  to  affert,  that  fo 
jplainly  as  language  can  be  underfcood^ 
it  is  ftrongly  implied  that  our  Lord's 
do£lrine  was  (in  this  inflance)  of  a  fpirif 
totally  repugnant  to,  and  fubverfive 
of  that  of  Mofes,  and  confeqiiently,  it 
tvas  to  every  intent  and  purpofe  a  neiJii 
law. 

Happily  for  the  fentiment  which  w6 
here  embrace,  this  isftot  theonly  authori- 
ty in  illuftr  at  ion  of  it^s  propriety.  It  ftands 
D  ^  cdn- 
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conneded  with  other  paflages,  equally 
as  ftrong,  if  not  more  In  point.  That 
facred  charafter,  who  fpeaking  of  him- 
felf,  tells  us,  that  he  is  ^'  The  way,  the 
''  truthy  and  the  life,''  has  in  Matt.-  v. 
43,  44.  this  remarkable  injundion  : 
**  Ye  have  heard  that  it  hath  been  faid, 
«^  thou  fhalt  love  thy  neighbour,  and 
*'  hate  thine  enemy  :  But  I  fay  unto 
you,  love  your  enemies,  blefs  them 
that  curfe  you,  do  good  to  them  that 
*'  hate  yotr,  and  pray  for  them  which 
*>  defpitefully  ufe  you,  and  perfecute 
you."  The  fame  divine  perfon, 
who  fpake  as  never  man  fpake,'''  utters 
thefe  expreffive  words,  John  xiii.  34. 

"A 
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**  A  new  commandment  I  give  unto  you, 
**  that  ye  love  one  another ;  as  1  have 
♦*  loved  you,  that  ye  alfo  love  one  ano- 
''  ther." 

If  words  can  convey  any  precife  Idea, 
it  evidently  appears  from  thefe  p.affages 
in  the  New  Teftament,  that  fome  of  the 
leading  principles  of  the  Mofaic  law 
were  abrogated  by  Chrift  himfelf ;  and 
that  in  their  ftead  a  new  fyftem  was  fet 
up,  of  an  infinitely  more  refined  and 
fpiritual  nature. 

In  order  to  juftify  myfelf  in  having 
brought  againft  you  fo  heavy  a  charge, 
as  that  of  deftroying  the  fenfe  of  your 
fcrlptural  quotations,  I  (hall  proceed  to 

bring 
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bring  forward  another  Inftance.  A  faitha 
ful  extract  from  your  Work  fli all  be  my 
beft  teftimony. 

"  To  contend  for  Chrift*s  enafting 
**  any  new  law,  contrary  to  the  law  of 
**  nature,  and  of  the  Old  Teftament,  i§ 
*'  to  call  in  queftion  his  veracity,  and  to 
*'  place  him.  in  a  rank  of  impojlure,  everi 
*^  below  Mahomet  himfelf.  Mahomet 
*'  profeffed  to  deftroy  the  law  and  thi 
*^  prophets,  as  they  had  deftroyed  all 
'^  preceding  fyjlems:  whereas  Chrifl  moft 
^*  folemnly  declared,  that  heaven  and 
*'  earth  could  fooner  pafs^  than  one  jot  oi^ 
*'  tittle  pafs  from  the  law.  Think  not^ 
•'  faid  he,  that  I  came  to  deftroy  tfie 

*'  kw 
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^^  law  or  the  Prophets,  I  am  not  come 
^'  to  deftroy,  but  to  fulfil."  So  far  from 
''  abrogathig  the  law,  or  rule  of  life^ 
^*  which  had  been  delivered  by  the  hand 
''  of  Mofes^  or  fetting  up  a  nezv  law  m 
^'  oppofition  to  it;  he  came  into  the 
^*  world  to  be  fubjeft  to  it  in  all  things, 
*'  and  fo  to  fulfil  the  whole  righteoufnefi 
*'  of   it,  Matt.  iii.  15." 

Before  I  make  any  animadverfions 
upon  this  paflage,  I  am  defirous  to 
be  informed  of  the  reafon,  which 
induced  you  to  omit  the  very  ma- 
terial claufe,  annexed  to  that  autho- 
rity of  our  Lord,  w^hich  you  here  intro- 
duce, that   *^  Heaven  and  earth  could 

**  fooner 
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*'  fooner  pafs,  than  one  jot  or  tittle  pafs 
**  from  the   law."     You  fliould  at  any 
rate  have  given  us  the  whole  of  the  fen- 
tence,  if  you  meant  to  be  candid  in  your 
inference,  but  **  you  alter  the  text,  and 
*^  make    a  refutable   doilrine  of    your 
*'  own."    Our  Saviour  adds  that,  which 
makes   the  moft   material  part  of  the 
argument,      ////    all  Jhall    be    fulfilled. 
Thereby  quahfying  the  general  aflertion, 
and  doubtlefs  intending  to   convey  the 
idea,    that   a   period   was  approaching, 
when   this  law  was  to  be  done  away; 
the   epocha  of  this  great  event  was  to 
take  place   at   that  moment   when  all 
Jhould  he  fulfilled.     What  was  implied 

by 
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by  this  fulfilment ;  and  its  confequences 
fliall  be  taken  notice  of  hereafter. 

If  I  were  to  tell  my  fervant,  that  itwas 
not   my  intention  to  pay  him  his  hire^ — ^ 
////  he  Jhould  have  finijloed  his  work^  he 
would  reft  fatisfied  ;  take  away,  howe- 
ver,   the    latter   claufe,  he  would  then, 
indeed,  have-reafon  to  fear  that  I  never 
meant  to  do  him  juftice.     However  fa- 
miliar   this  mode  of  reafoning  may  ap- 
pear to  a  perfon  of  your  fuperior  facul- 
ties,  I  have  no  doubt  of  your  entering 
into    its   principle.     I  am  really  appre- 
henfive,  from  the  manner  in  which  you 
have    maimed   the  text   to   which   we 
bear   reference,    you    were    oonfcious, 
that,  if  taken  in  its  entire^  literal  con- 
E  ftrudtion, 
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ftruftion,  it  would  prove  too  much  for 
your  purpofe,  *'  and  of  courfe  (in  your 
*^  own  words  on  another  occalion)  prove 
**  nothing." 

Such  a  breach  of  candour,  in  one 
calling  himfelf  a  Minifler  of  Chrift,  who 
pretends  to  reft  his  dodlrines  upon  the 
Word  of  God,  fhould  be  fufficient  to 
arm  his  Readers  with  a  caution  how 
they  entered  upon  his  Work  ;  left,  rely- 
ing upon  what  they  w^ould  juftly  con- 
ceive to  be  the  only  genuine  teft  of 
Truth,  they  ftiould  find  themfelves 
milled,  and  that  fatally,  by  the  partial 
conceits  of  a  prejudiced  advocate. 

Very  diftant   from  me  be  the  idea  of 
affixing  to   the  facred  charader  of  the 

In- 
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Incarnate  God,  the  imputation  of 
impofture.  I  hope  the  prefumption  of 
differing  from  you  in  opinion,  will  not 
amount  to  the  convidlion  of  fuch  atro- 
cious guilt ;  for  I  will  confefs  to  you, 
that,  fo  far  as  my  underftanding  is  ca- 
pable of  receiving  inftrudion  from  the 
Word  of  Truth,  my  mind  is  imprefled 
with  a  conviaion  that  the  eftablifhment 
of  Mofes,  as  well  legiflative  as  ceremo- 
nial, was  abrogated  by  the  great  facrifice 
of  Chrifl.  I  derive  great  confidence  in 
maintaining  this  principle,  from  the  au-^ 
thority  of  St.  Paul,  who  proves,  from 
the  argument  of  philofophical  neceffity, 
that  it  muft  have  been  fo,  from  the  very 
nature  of  things. 

E  2  His 
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His  words  on  this  head  are  altogether 
conclufive : 

*^  If  therefore,  fays  he,  perfeftion 
^'  were  by  the  Levitical  priefthood  (for 
^'  under  //  the  people  received  the  law) 
*'  what  further  need  was  there  that 
^'  another  prieft  fhould  rife  after  the 
**  order  of  Melchifedec,  and  not  be 
*'  called  after  the  order  of  Aaron  ?" 

*'  For  the  priefthood  being  changed, 

*'  there  is  made  of  necefllty  a  change  of 

*'   the   law,"   Heb.  vii.    11,  12.     Again 

farther  on,  St.    Paul,   continues  to  ob- 

ferve,   *'  for  there  is  verily  a  difannulU 

*'  ing  of  the  commandment  going  be- 

*'  fore,  for  the  weaknefs  and  unprofi- 

*'  tablenefs  thereof." 

"  For 
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*  *<  For  the  law  made  nothing  perfefl:, 
*'  but  the  bringing  in  of  a  better  hope 
"  did\  by  the  which  we  draw  nigh  un- 
*'  to  God."  Ver.  i8,  19. 

I  will  not  fo  far  doubt  the  compre- 
henfion  of  the  reader,  as  to  fuppofe  that 
thefe  paflages  require  any  comment 
or  illuftration  ;  language  cannot  deliver 
itfelf  in  more  intelligible  terms.  They 
prove  the  truth  of  our  pemifes,  with  an 
irreliftible  demonftration. 

I  now  undertake  to  fay,  I  have  proved 
that  the  law  of  Mofes,  was  not  only 
fubjed  to  variation,  but  that  it  was  in 
many  inftances,  adually  fuperleded  and 
abolifhed,  by  a  prieft  greater  than  Mofes, 
even  him  who  was  '*  for  ever  after  the 

*'  order 
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''  order  of  Melchifedec."  I  fhall  not  be 
fufpefted  of  arrogance,  or  of  afluming 
any  perfonal  vanity,  in  having  thus  ex- 
prefled  myfelf,  as  I  have  not  hazarded 
the  opinion  upon  a  mere  ipfe  dixit  of  any 
one.  I  have  not  maintained  my  princi- 
ples upon  the  authority  of  any  human 
teftimony  :  but  I  have  built  my  houfe 
upon  a  rock,  againft  which  if  the  rains 
defcend,  and  the  floods  come,  and  the 
winds  blow,  it  fhall  not  fall,  for  it  is 
founded  upon  a  rock : — 'this  Rock  is 
Christ  himfelf. 

From  what  I  have  advanced,  -I  hope 
it  will  not  be  unjuftly  inferred,  that  I 
charge  the  word  of  God  with  an  incon- 
gruity   of    command.      No   perfon  is 

more 
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more  fincerely  convinced  than  I  am, 
that  the  law  was  perfedl  to  thofe  to 
whom  it  wai3  given  under  every  part 
of  its  refpeftive  difpenfation ;  I  only 
contend,  that  a  difcriminating  line  is  to 
be  drawn  between  the  partial  and  tem- 
porary fyftem  delivered  to  the  Jews, 
as  a  peculiar  people,  and  the  fixed,  eter- 
nal, and  Ipecific  law  of  God. 

It  cannot  be  matter  of  information  to 
thofe,  who  have  read  the  Bible  with  any 
attention,  when  we  remark  that  the 
hlftory  of  the  Old  Teftament  is  little 
elfe  than  a  feries  of  events,  ordinance3, 
rites,  ceremonies,  and  facrifices,  which 
were  fo  many  prefigurations  of  thofe 
intended  to  take  place  under  the  new  co- 
venant ; 
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venant:  that  theprophecies  were  a  farther 
confirmation  to  thofe  hopes,  which  were 
derived  from  the  promifes  held  out  in 
the  Pentateuch ;  and  that  the  New 
Tcftament,  is  the  hiflory  of  the  com- 
pletion of  thofe  engagements  entered 
into  by  the  Saviour  of  the  world. 

The   death  of   the  crofs  conftituted 
that   great   complete    facrifice,   without 
which  the  wrath  of  God  could  not  have 
been  appeafed,  and  of  which  every  ante- 
cedent ceremony,     had    only   been  the 
forerunner  and  the  harbinger.      It  was 
here,    that    the  form  was  abforbed  in 
effence  : — it  was  here,  the  type  was  fwal- 
lowed  up  in  the  antitype  : — it  was  here, 
Chrift  became  the  corner  ftone  of  that 

edifice, 
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which  having  raifed  a  foundation  on 
the  ruins  of  the  law,  towered  above  all 
the  ordinances,  and  the  righteoufnefs  of 
the  world  : — it  was  here  that  compre- 
henfive  expreffion  of  St.  John  had  Its 
authority  confirmed — ^*  The  law  was 
'^  given  by  Mofes ;  but  Grace  and 
"  Truth  came  by  Jesus  Christ:** 
— it  was  here  the  ^'  confummatum  ejly* 
took  place  ; — It  was  here  the  fulfilment 
of  the  law  was  compleated ;  and  confe- 
quently,  it  was  here  the  moral  law  was 
fuperfeded,  and  the  ritual  law  was 
annihilated. 

From  the  time  when  our  Lord  defcend- 

ed  upon  earth,  to  the  period  In  which 

F  thofe 
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thofe  "  ftripes  were  inflifted  by  which 
^*  we  are  healed,"  it  was  a  part  of  his 
employment,    to    confirm  the  divinity 
of  his  miffion,  by  fome  of  thofe  mar- 
vellous ads,  which    could   alone  have 
their  origin  from  God. — In  the  midfl: 
of  thefe  glorious  manifeftatiqns  of  his 
power,  by  which  the  authenticity  of  his 
facred    charader   was    eftablifhed    and 
confirmed,  he  took  every  opportunity 
to  exhort  his  difciples  and  followers  to 
adopt  thofe  rules  of  condud,  from  time 
to  time  laid  down  by  him,  and  recorded 
for  pur  inftrudion  in  the  New  Tefla- 
ment ;  without  which,  it  was  morally 
iippoflible  f:hey  could  be  enabled  to  ap- 
ply 
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ply  to  themfelves,  and  to  experience  the 
all-fufficiency  of  that  atonement,  he 
was  about  to  inake  for  the  fins  of  the 
world.  Thefe  rules  when  collefted,  con- 
ftitute  a  fyftem  of  ethics,  as  much  fu- 
perior  to,  and  more  fpiritual  than  any 
preceding  fyftem  (comprehending  even 
the  Mofaic)  as  the  heavens  are  higher 
than  the  earth. 

Many  of  the  advocates  for  the  eter- 
nity of  the  Mofaic  law,  will  moft  likely 
urge  an  argument  from  which  they  will 
probably  expedl  to  draw  a  powerful  in- 
ference, viz.  that  fome  parts  of  the 
Jewifh  code  were  taken  up,  and  incor- 
porated with  that  of  our  Lord ;  we^d- 

F   2  JXilt 
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mit  the  propofition  :  but  what  is  to  be 
drawn  from  it  ?  fimply  this,  that  Chrlft 
having  generally  abolifhed  the  whole  of 
the  Mofaic  law,  thought  proper  to  adopt 
fome  detached  fpiritual  parts  of  that 
law,  and  to  make  them  a  part  of  that 
eftablifhment,  which  It  was  his  inten- 
tion to  have  obferved  throughoilt  all 
ages  of  the  church  :  and  this  not  becaufe 
they  belonged  to  the  law  of  Mofes,  but 
that  they  corresponded  with  the  nature 
of  his  own  :  by  the  fame  parity  of  rea- 
foning  (in  order  to  illuftrate  great  things 
by  fmall)  by  which  a  conqueror  hav- 
ing taken  poffeflion  of  a  kingdom  ac- 
quired by  the  power  of  his  arms,  abo- 

lifhes 
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lifhes  the  old  fyftem  of  government ; 
and  while  he  is  compiling  a  new  code 
of  laws,  finds  it  expedient  to  incorpo- 
rate with  it  fome  abftracted  parts  of  th^ 
former  ftatutes,  not  becaufe  they  be- 
longed to  the  people  before  they  were 
fubdued,  but  becaufe  they  were  con- 
genial with  the  fpirit  of  thofe  laws,  in- 
tended to  be  put  in  execution. 

In  all  that  I  have  written  on  this  fub- 
jeft,  it  has  been  my  endeavour  to  efta- 
blifh  the  truth  of  two  or  three  propofiti- 
ens : — I  fhall  here  fet  them  forth  : 

I.  That  the  political  law,  as  delivered 
to  the  Jews  by  Mofes  their  legiflator, 
was  not  eternal, 

IL  That 
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II.  That  the  ritual  lav/,  was  Only  ty- 
pical of  that  facrifice,  which  was  to  be 
made  for  the  fins  of  the  world  by  Jesus 
Christ,  the  Incarnate  God. — And 

III.  That  fo  foon  as  the  ferpent's 
head  had  been  atftually  bruifed  by  the 
woman's  feed,  the  ritual  law  was  done 
away ;  and  the  moral  law  of  Mofes 
was  fuperfeded  by  another,  of  a  more 
pure,  fpirltual,  and  refined  nature. 

I  am  convinced,  that  what  I  have  here 

advanced,   can  receive  its  confirmation 

from   an   authority  no  lefs  refpedlable 

i:han  the  Bible  ;  from  thefe  data  I  fhall 

deduce  fome  inferences;,  which,  if  fairly 

applied. 
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applied,  muft  lead  to  the  overthrow  of 
yourfyftem  in  favour  of  polygamy. — It 
is  here,  indeed^  that  the  matter  hetween 
lis  is  brought  to  the  teft  :  you  contend, 
that  the  plurality  of  wives  having  been 
permitted  under  the  law  of  Mofes,  muft 
of  courfe  continue  to  be  fo  under  that 
of  Chrift,  By  the  principle  on  which 
I  am  reafoning,  the  praftice  of  polygamy 
muft  receive  its  permiffion  de  novo^  under 
the  covenant  of  the  New  Teftament, 
ere  it  can  be  warranted. 

It  is  a  circumftance  very  favourable 
to  the  opinion  which  I  have  endeavoured 
to  eftablifti,  that  though  there  were  fe- 

veral 
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veral  examples  of  polygamy  among 
the  favourites  of  God  in  the  Jewifli 
ceconomy,  which  had  the  fandlion  of 
divine  authority,  there  does  not  appear 
an  inftance  of  the  fame  kind  among  the 
glorious  company  of  the  apoftles,  or 
among  any  of  the  blefled  characters  re- 
corded in  the  hiftory  of  Chrift ; — 
nor  is  there  any  one  text  in  the  evange- 
lical or  apoftolic  writings,  which  if  fair- 
ly conflrued,  can  be  fa  id  to  authorize 
fuch  an  indulgence.  Let  us,  however, 
appeal  to  the  touchftone  itielf.  I  look 
for  no  other  proof  than  what  you  have 
provided.      You  have  happily  fupplied 

nie 
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Aie  with  the  text,  though  we  are  not  a- 
greed  in  the  comment.  St.  Paul's  ad- 
dreffing  himfelf  to  the  Corinthians, 
gives  the  following  injundlion,  i  Cor, 
vii.  2—5. 

"  To  avoid  fornication,  let  every  man 
*'  have  his  own  wife,  and  let  every  wo- 
''  man  have  her  own  hulband. 

*'  Let  the  hu{band  render  unto  the 
"  wife  due  benevolence,  and  alfo  the 
^'  wife  unto  the  hufband. 

*'  The  wife  hath  not  power  of  her 
"  own  body,  but  the  hufband  ;  and 
"  likewife  alfo  the  hufband  hath  not 
*'  power   of   his    own    body,     but   the 

'^  wife. 

G  Defraud 
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^^  Defraud  you  not  oite  the  other,  ex- 
^  cept  it  be  with  confent  for  a  timCj 
'^^  that  ye  may  give  yourfelves  to  fafting 
^'  and  prayer;  and  come  together  again, 
"  that  Satan  tempt  you  not  for  your  in- 
*^  continency." 

It  was  a  property  of  one  of  the  fallen 


Angels,  to 


»''  make  the  worfe  appear 


*'  The  better  reafon,  to  perplex  arid  dafti 
*<  Matureft  counfels." 

I  cannot,  indeed,  conceive  that  you  arc 

actuated   by  fo  unworthy  a  principle  ; 

but  it  will  not  be  exceeding  the  limits 

of  candid  criticifm  to  fay,  that,  in  your 

hands^  the  fpirit  of  this  paflage  of  St. 

Paul  evaporates^  and  is  deprived  of  all 

intrinfi'C; 


[    43    ] 

intrinfic  meaning.  Your  induftiy  has 
DQQn  exerted  to  obviate  its  literal  con- 
ftruaion,  by  means  of  critical  difquifi-f 
tions,  forced  allufions,  and  far-fetched 
ponceits  '^.     In  my  idea,  nothmg  can  be 

clearer 


*  As  the  limiLS  of  this  publication  will  not 
permit  us  to  be  too  diffufive  in  our  quotations,  we 
fhall  confine  ourfelves  to  one  extract  from  Mr. 
M.'s  comment  upon  this  pafTage  of  St.  Paul.  This 
will  be  fufficient  to  fhew  what  fhifts  a  prejudiced 
author  is  occafionally  obliged  to  make  ufe  of,  when 
he  is  determined  at  all  hazards^  to  defend  his  hy- 
pothecs. 

"  As  for  the  conclufion  againft  polygamyj 
*'  which  is  drawn  from  the  word  wife^  as  well  as 
"  the  word  hufoand  being  in  the  fingular  number, 
*'  it  will  not  hold  ;  for  the  fcriptures  plainly  ftiew 
"  us,  that  wife  muH  frequently  be  underftood  in 
<'  a  diftributive  fenfe.  A  remarkable  paiTage  of 
^'  this  fort  is  in  i  Tim.  iii.  12.  Let  the  deacons 
\S  h^  the  hujbands  of  O^e  Wife,  />v»«5  ywsciKog  av^^e?, 

Q  7,  ♦*?«? 
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clearer  than  there  being  a  mutual  con* 
traft  on  the  part  of  the  man  and  wo- 
man. 


*'  But  can  any  body  fuppofe,  that  there  was  to  be 
*'  but  one  wife  amongft  them  all  ?  So  in  the  tenth 
*<  commandment,  Thou  JJjalt  net  ccvet  thy  ncigh- 
*'  hour''s  Wife.  This  (like  ox^  afs^  houfe^  fer- 
*'  'uant)  muft  be  taken  in  a  cUJiributhe  fenfe,  and 
*'  mean  any  married  wo'nian^  or  women  whatfo- 
*'  ever.  So  £xod.  xxi.  33.  If  a  man  dig  a  fit  ^  and 
*'  nut  cover  it,  and  an  ox  or  an  afs  fall  therein^  the 
*'  OTjner  of  the  pii /hall  make  it  gocdj  Szc.  Are  not 
*'  pit^,  and  oxen^  and  ajfes^  to  be  underftood  ?  So 
**  in  the  text,  the  word  Wife  means  any  woman^ 
*'  cr  wo77ien^  who  riiay  be  married  to  the  man.''--r 
Excf  LLENT  Logician  ! 

*'  The  word  Hufband  mufl  be  underftood  in  an 
^'  exclufve  f  nfe,  becaufs  the  whole  Bible  fhews 
*'  that  a  woirari  could  have  but  one  hufband,  here 
*'  well  exprtfled  by  the  »^^ov  «»d)ra."  Mr,  M.  fee- 
ing that  the  text,  if  applied  in  its  literal  fenfe, 
would  militiue  v/ith  his  do6trine,  takes  care  to  Jet 
his  Reader  know,  that  the  word  Wife  muft  be 
^onfidered  in  a  dijiributivc^  but  the  Huseani?  in 
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man,  equally  obligatory  on  both.  So 
much  am  I  fatisfied  with  the  plain,  eafy, 
and  familiar  inference  to  be  deduced 
from  this  quotation,  that  I  would  hazard 
the  truth  of  my  premifes  upon  the  con^ 
ftrudion  that  (hould  be  put  on  it  by  any 
man,  who  has  been  enabled  to  read  hl-$ 
Bible  with  an  underftanding  heart,  with- 
out having  been  perplexed  with  the  fub-? 
tleties  and  refinements  of  human  learn- 
ing.    It  will  probably  afford  fome  fatif-? 


an  exclujlve  fenfe.  The  Gofpel  was  not  originally 
intended  to  be  immerged  in  fuch  fophifms;  it  was 
directed  to  he  preached  to  the  poor,  who  could  not 
be  fuppofed  to  enter  into  the  difficulties  raifed  by- 
Schoolmen.— The  Scriptures,  I  am  afraid,  have 
fufFered  more  from  their  friends  (fo  called)  than 
their  enemies, 

fadlou 
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faftion   to  thofe  who  have  not  had  the 

opportunity  of  perufing  your  Work,  in 

being  informed,   that   the  learned  Gro- 

tius,  and  the  laborious  Dr.^Whitby,  both 

inferred  from  the  portion  of  Sacred  Wril; 

now  brought  forward,  that  It  afforded 

^'  a  plahi  argument  againft  Polygamy.'^ 

It  is  very  much  to  be  lamented,  that 

prejudice  fhouJd  have  fo  uncontroulable 

a   power  over  the  human  mind.     We 

feel  it  more  fenfibly,  when  it  is  feen  that 

a  man,    "  gifted   as   you  are,'*  cannot 

efcape  its  influence. 

We  have'ajiiother  authority  of  the  flmie 
refpedable  charadter,  St.  Paul,  in  our 
fupport,   who,   in   his  inftruftions  rela^ 

tiye 
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live  to  Bifhops  and  Deacons,  gives  the 
following  opinion  concerning  their  qua- 
lifications :  ''  A  Bifhop  muft  be  blame- 
'**  lefs,  the  htijhand  of  one  wife^''  i  Tim. 
iii.  2.  x^gain,  in  his  direftions  to  Ti- 
tus, whom  to  ordain  Elders,  he  requires 
him  to  fee  "if  any  be  blamelefs,  the 
*^  hufoand  of  one  wije^^''  Tit.  i.  6. 

I  remember  to  have  read  an  excellent 
remark,  in  an  able  Writer,  that  when  a 
mian  is  deterrnined  to  believe,  the  very 
abfurdity  of  his  dodrine  is  fufficient  to 
eftabliih  his  convi&icns.  This  obfer- 
vation  was  never  more  clearly  exempli- 
fied than  in  your  comments  upon  thefe 
authorities   of    St.   Paul.     Your   para- 

phrafe 
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phrafeof  them  is  fo  curious,  that  I  fhall 
not  do  my  Reader  juftice,  if  I  omit 
laying  the  principal  part  of  it  before 
him.  —  After  fpeaking  of  the  office  of 
the  Bifhops  and  Deacons,  you  proceed 
thus  : 

"As  fuch  an  office  muft  moreover 
"  require  great  attention,  thofe  fhould 
"  be  chofen,  who  are  entangled  as  lit- 
**  tie  as  poffible  in  the  affairs  of  this  lifej 
*^  2  Tim.  ii.  4.  Therefore,  though 
*'  for  this  xtTiioxi  fjigle  men  might  in  ge- 
**  neral  anfwer  the  purpofe  beft,  i  Cor. 
**  vii.  33  :  yet  it  may  be  expedient  in 
^'  fome  inftances,  to  chufe  married  men 
\'  into  the  offices  of  Bi/ljops  and  Deacons, 

"  Where 


^ 
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**  Where  this  is  the  cafe,;  the  eleilion 

"  (hould  not  be  made  of  fuch  of  the 

*'  Chrijlians  as  have  more  than  07ie  wifcy 

*'  as    fuch  a   lituation  muft  neceflarily 

*'  involve  the  perfon  in  more  worldly 

"  care^  than  can  be   confiftent  with  a 

•*'  due  attention  to  that  care,  which  muft 

*'  come  upon  them  daily ^  refpefllng    the 

^'  Church,     Therefore  the  having  more 

*'  than  0726  zvlfe^  fliould  always  be  confi- 

*^  dered   as  a   bar  to  a  man's   eleSiori' 

^'  either  to  the  office  of  a  bifljop^  or   a 

^^  deacon,     i  Tim.    iii.    12.    for  though 

''  thefe  lafl:  may  not  have  fo  exteniive  a 

*^  jurifdidion,  yet  what  with   preach- 

*'  Ing   the  word  —  aflifling    the  bijhops 

H    .  *'  and 
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^'  and  e/ders — vifiting  the  fick — and  dil* 
''  tributing  the  church's  alms  to  the 
*^  poor — one  wife  and  family  is  as  much 
*^  as  can  be  at  all  confidered  confiilent 
^*  with  any  tolerable  diligence  in  the 
**  duties  of  a  deacon  s  office." 

If  this  is  to  be  called  reafoning,  I  con- 
fefs  it  is  of  that  fpecies,  which  I  did 
not  expedl  would  originate  in  a  perfoii 
of  your  underftanding.  Whatever  pre- 
cepts were  dehvered  by  Chrift  or  liis 
apoftles,  were  equally  obligatory  upon 
the  whole  race  of  mankind.  If  the  plu- 
rality of  wives  was  permitted  to  men  in 
general,  the  reftraining  of  the  miniflry 
from  that  indulgence,  will  not  be  very 

diftant 


m 
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diitant  from  implying  a  juftlfication  ef 
that  principle  in  the  Romifh  church, 
which  enjoins  clerical  celibacy.  Since 
that  important  aera,  when  the  true  re-^ 
ligion  was  refcued  from  the  tyranny 
and  fuperftition  of  Papal  Rorae,  it  has 
rarely  been  thought  that  the  clergy  have 
been  fubjedt  to  greater  reftraints,  under 
the  gofpel  of  Chrift,  than  any  other 
order  of  men.  To  contend  that  the  min 
•iijflers  of  the  new  difpenfation  are,  from 
the  nature  of  their  fundlion^  precluded 
from  thofe  indulgences,  which  are  perr 
mitted  tQ  the  world  at  large,  is  vox  & 
pratered  nihil:  it  is  expedient,  indeed,  for 
the  honour  of  God,  and  to  preferve  th« 
^.olinefs  of  his  purpofes,  that  his  ambaf- 
H  2^  fadors 
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fadors  fhould  keep  themfelves  unfpotted 
from  the  world '^  that  is  to  fay,  from  its 
impurities :  but  from  hence  it  does  not 
follow,  that  they  are  exempted  from  the 
ordinary  comforts  of  life — fuch  mo- 
naftic  principles  are  in  truth  only  cal- 
culated for  that  fpot  where  ignorance 
and  bigotry  have  eredled  their  ftandard. 
Every  man,  as  well  as  the  clergy,  has 
his  relative  duties,  and  his  engagements 
in  life  to  difcharge  ;  to  the  execution  of 
which,  polygamy,  and  its  confequences, 
would  operate  as  an  impediment,  in  as 
great  a  degree  as  to  that  line  of  cha- 
rafter. 

Buttoconfiderthebufinefs  of  this  nether 
world  in  a  more  elevated  point  of  view ; 


«» 
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we  ftiall  find  that  every  true  difciple  of 
Chrifl,    has    a  race  Jet  before  him^    the 
purfuit  of  which  requires  hun  to  be  as 
much    difentangled    from   the  affairs  of 
this  life,    as  any  avocation  upon  earth, 
let   its   engagements  be  ever  fo  facred 
or    important.       Every  perfon  who  Is 
really  and  not  nominally  a  chriftian,  feels 
he  has  ^  falvation  to  be  wrought  out  with 
fear  and  trembling  *.     Such  is  the  confe- 
quence  of  this  one  thing  needful^  that  fcrlp- 
ture  itfelf  labours,  as  it  were,  at  its  de- 
fcrlption.     It  has  indeed  painted  it  in  a 
dignity  and    uniformity    of  metaphor, 
that    is  rarely  equalled  in  any  writer, 
iantient  or  modern,   facred  or  prophane: 
*  Phil.  ii.  12. 

it 
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it    fets  out  with   informing  the  genuim 

chriftian,     that    In  prejjing   toward  the 

marlz  for  the  prize  of  his  high  calling  *, 

he  has  '^  fight  to  be  fought  \\  that  he  is 

engaged  in  a  warfare,  wherein  he  wrejlles 

not    merely  again/I  fiefj   and  blood,   but 

againfl    principalities,     againf     powers^ 

againfi  the  rulers  of  the  darknefs  of  this 

world,  againfi  fpiritual  wickednefs  in  high 

places  \,  That  the  worlds  the  fief o^  a?idthe 

devil,  are.  in  league  againft  him.     That 

God  knowing  he  is  of  himfelf  unable  to 

help   himfelf,   has  chofien  him  a  foldier  ||, 

under  the  banner  of  JESUS  CHRIST, 

w^ho  has  condefcended  to  be  the  captain 

and  leader  of  his  fahation.    That  ere  he 

*Phil.iii.4.      f  2  Tim.  iv.  7.      jEph.vi.  I2, 
\1  Tim.  ii.  4. 

can 


# 
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can  be  caufed   to  triumph,   he  muft  b6 
fenlible  of  his  own  infufficiency ;  and  that 
inftead  of  relying  on  his  own  exertions, 
he  muft  ^^  J^^^^S  ^^^  ^^^^  Lord  and  in  the 
fowcr  (^/'His  might  *:   and  that  he  may 
not   fall  a  vlftim  to  the  powerful  con- 
federacy that  is   oppofed    to  him,    he  is 
not  only  enjoined,  but  is  invited  by  the 
endearing  calls  of  afFe6lIon,  to  accept  the 
loan,   as  it  were,    of  the  whole  armour 
^GoDt?  without  which    he  muft  ne- 
ceflarlly  be  overcome,  but  with  which 
he   fhall   be  7nore  than  conq^ueror  through 
him  that  loved  him  |. 

If  this  is  not    an  Overcharged  repre- 
fentation   of   the   ftate  of  every  man, 
^^Eph.  vi.  10.    fEph.  vi.  II.    t  Roni.  viii.  37- 

boru 
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hotn  Xinier  the  covenant  of  grace,  it 
will  follow  of  neceffity,  that  your  fup- 
pofition  of  St.  Paul's  intending  to  have 
a  diftindllon  obfervcd  between  the  clergy 
and  laity,  touching  the  ordinary  pur- 
pofes  of  life,  muil;  fall  to  the  ground  i 
as  it  is  undeniably  true,  that  every  one 
of  God's  creatures  has  a  work  to  go 
through,  which  if  he  enters  upon  with 
more'  than  profeflional  ardour^  will 
fuffer  him  to  be  as  little  entangled  in  the 
affairs  of  this  life^  as  the  miniftration  of 
the  duties  of  the  church  will  the  bi- 
/hops  and  deacons. 

To  have  been  confiftent  with  yourfelf, 
and  to  have  given  weight  to  your  argu- 
ment, it  behoved  you  to  have  brought 

forward 


w 
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forward  the  whole  of  the  context,  and  to 
have  undertaken  the  proof  (a  laborious 
talkit  muft  beconfefled)  that  every  bifliop 
or  deacon,  under  the  dire6iion  of  St.  Paul^ 
muft  not  only  have  been  the  hujband  of  one 
wife^vj\ii\t  (according  to  your  judgment) 
the  reft  of  the  world  were  licenfed  in  the 
indulgence  of  more  ;  but  that  he  muft  be 
more  blamelefs^  lefs  addifted  to  riot  or  un- 
rulinefs,    than    his   fellow  -  chriftians  t 
more    felf  -  governed,  —  lefs    prone    to 
anger, — lefs  given  to  wtne^ — not  fo  much 
a  y?r/)f^r,— lefs  fwayed  by  Jilthy  lucre y — 
a  greater  lover  of  hofpitaUty  and  of  good 
men^ — more  fober^  jujt,   holy^  temperate^ 
and  more  tenacious  of  the  faithful  word 
as  he  had  been  taught : — This,  I  fay  Sir, 
I  flioyld 


^M^^ 
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{hould  have  been  proved  altogether^  be- 
fore you  could  reafonably  and  fairly 
have  eftablifhed  a  principle  on  a  detach- 
ed ^zvX-oi  it. 

Taking  the  v^hole  of  this  exhortation 
qf  the  apoftlc,  into  one  comprehenfive 
point  of  view,  nothing  in  my  idea  can 
be  more  fatisfaflory,  than  the  plain 
intelligent  leflbn  that  it  was  intended 
to  afford.  The  minifters  of  Chrift 
being  charged  with  the  commiffion 
of  publifhing  the  glad  tidings  of  the 
gofpel,  and  of  enforcing  the  necefli- 
ty  of  obedience  to  the  commands 
of  its  author,  it  became  expedient 
that     they    fhould    prove    themfelves 

worthy 


^^Bf 
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Xvorthy  of  fuch  an  embafly,  by  het 
purity  of  their  manners,  and  the  excel- 
lency of  their  lives  :  thereby  (as  the 
apoftle  exprefles  it,  and  through  the 
medium  of  found  dodrine,)  convincing 
the  gainfayers.  Thefe,  indeed,  ought 
to  be  the  principal  traits  in  the  charac- 
ters of  thofe  who  are  called  to  the  mi- 
niftry :  but  it  is  not  to  be  underftood, 
that  they  are  expefted  to  be  more  ex- 
emplary in  their  conduft,  than  the  reft 
of  the  chriftians.  Thefe  are  called  upon 
to  prove  the  fincerity  of  their  profeffions, 
by  the  moft  fteady  obfervance  of  every 
principle  laid  dow^n  in  the  gofpel. — In 
ihort,  it  equally  behoves  every  member  of 
I  z  Chnft's 
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Chrift's  body,  to  be  correfpondent  with 
their  vocation,  whether  in,  or  out  of  the 
church — fiich  was  evidently  the  mean- 
ing of  the  apoftle  Paul. 

So  far  as  the  doftrine  of  polygamy 
muft  ftand  or  fall  upon  the  authority  of 
holy  writ,  I  will  here  be  contented  tq 
reft  the  fubjeft.  In  the  firft  inftance, 
proofs  have  been  adduced,  that  the  Mo? 
faic  law  was  fupeffeded  by  the  death 
pf  Chrift  :  and  of  courfe,  that  with  that 
abolition,  the  plurality  of  wives  ceafed 
to  be  lawful,  unlefs  it  fliould  have  re^ 
ceived  a  frefh  permiflion  under  the  new 
covenant.  That  no  fuch  permiffion 
was  either  implied  by  the  pradice  of  it, 

bv 


[  «I  ] 

jby  any  of  the  facred  perfons  in  the 
hiftory  of  Chrift  and  his  apoftles, — or 
exprefsly  licenfed  by  any  diredt  authority 
jon  their  part  is  equally  clear ;  the  very 
contrary  appears  to  have  been  the  cafe. 
I  derived  great  fatisfaftlon  in  perceiv- 
ing upon  the  face  of  your  work,  that  my 
ideas  on  this  head  were  in  unifon  with 
thofe  of  fuch  charadlers  as  Hugo  Gro- 
Tiys,  Dean  Delany,  Doctor  Whit- 
by, Dictionary  Chambers,  and 
Judge  Blackstone,  men  who  with 
the  fame  zeal  for  truth  with  yourfelf, 
—the  fame  purity  of  fcntiment, — the 
fame  capacity  of  difcernment,  and  the 
fame  authorities  before  them^^  v^ere  clear- 
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ly,  decifively,  2Lnd '^  grave/y**  *  ofopi* 
nion,  that  *'  Polygamy  is  condemned 
*'  by  the  law  of  the  New  Teftament.'* 

It  is  by  no  means  a  part  of  my  pur- 
pofe  to  enter  upon  the  bufinefs  on  any. 
other    ground,     than   that   on   which 

*  Mr.  M.  in  a  note,  thus  exprefTes  himfelf ; 
Judge  Blackflone  very  gravely  fays,  Comm.  vol.  I. 
p.  436.  "  Polygamy  is  condemned  by  the  law  of 
*'  the  New  Teftament."  A  minifter  of  Chrift 
afFeding  to  laugh  at  a  man,  who  by  pofterity 
will  be  eflecmed  the  ornament  of  the  age  and 
nation  which  he  lived  in,  for  maintaining  an 
opinion,  whofe  propriety  fmce  the  chriftian  aera, 
has  ever  been  confirmed  by  all  civilized  perfons, 
is  fuch  a  violation  of  common  decency,  as  canno^t 
fail  to  raife  the  anger  of  every  one,  whofe  judgment 
has  not  been  preverted  by  prejudice.  The  indig- 
nation attending  fuch  .a  conduct  can  only  be 
heightened  by  reflecting  on  the  function  of  the 
character  by  whom  it  is  exhibited. 

I  have 
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I  have  already  ventured.  Scripture  is 
the  only  criterion  by  which  queftions  of 
this  kind  can  be  afcertained  :  through 
the  influence  of  that  authority,  my  ow^n 
conviftions  are  fatisfied. 

'  To  thofe  however  who  reafon  upon 
the  principles  of  nature,  and  of  general 
propriety,  there  prefents  itfelf  a  very  ex- 
tenfive  field  for  curious  fpeculation ; 
men  of  leifure,  who  are  deeply  read,  have 
an  ample  opportunity  of  exerting  their 
talents  :  and  thereby,  under  God,  may 
be  the  means  of  refuting  a  doftrine  fo 

dangerous  to  fociety,  in  whofe  fupport 

no  fmall  portion  of  human  ingenuity 

has  been  made  ufe  of. 
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By  fuch,  for  inftance,  it  might  be  en* 
quired,  (I  am  aware  with  what  humi- 
lity) that  if  the  plurality  of  wives  was 
permitted    from    the    beginning,   how 
came  it,  that  the  Deity  confined  the  firft 
man  Adam  to  one  only  ?  particularly  at 
a  period  when,  in  the  courfe  of  things, 
it  may  naturally  be  fuppofed,  the  world 
required  greater  channels  of  propaga- 
tion.    It  might  be   matter  worthy  of^ 
inveftigation  to  have  it  afcertained,  that 
in  the  union  of  man  and  woman,  Chrift 
having  direfted  the  twain  to  become  onf 
JleJJoy  and  declared  that  thofe  whom  God 
had  joined  together,    no    man  JIdould  put 
afunde^y  by  what  affociation  of  ideas  ^ 
;m  man 
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man  can  be  juftified  In  forming  a  fub- 
fequent  connexion  with  another  wo- 
man.— It  might  be  contended,  that  as 
there  is  but  one  portion  of  afFeftion  in 
the  human  breaft,  adivilion  of  it  among 
a  variety  of  objects  is  tantamount  to  the 
parties  being  put  afunder :  it  might  be 
urged  with  fome  weight  of  argument, 
that  the  more  highly  fraught  this  af- 
fedlion  is,  it  is  the  lefs  capable  of  being 
diverted  from  the  firft  fubjedt*  And  the 
advocate  for  a  plurality  of  wives  might 
fairly  be  called  upon,  to  prove,  that  from 
the  proportion  of  numbers  between  the 
males  and  females,  a  natural  inference 
K  wa^ 

/ 
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was  to  be  deduced,   favourable  to  his 
opinion  *. 

But  after  all.  Sir,  laying  afide  the 
bufinefs,  as  matter  of  theological  con- 
troverfy,  let  me  be  permitted  to  enquire 
of  you,  what  could  induce  you  to  exer- 
cife  your  great  abilities  on  fuch  a  fub- 
jed  ? — Admitting  that  you  ftaiiip  con- 
viftion  on  the  minds  of  your  religious 
readers,  to  what  end  does  it  lead  ? — 

Granting 


*  A  gentleman  in  holy  orders  has  affiired  me, 
and  from  his  general  knowledge  I  can  rely  on  his 
information,  that  if  the  Bills  of  Mortality  are  ac- 
curately compared  for  the  laft  fifty  years,  it  will  be 
found,  that,  one  year  with  another,  the  ratio  runs 
ts.bout  fourteen  males  to  thirteen  females  ;  a  fa(^, 
which,  if  admitted,  proves,  that,  in  the  Tiaturg  of 
/Z?/w^Ji  Polygamy  cannot  be  warranted. 
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Granting  every  thing  that  you  have 
advanced,  what  has  been  proved  but 
this  —  that  the  plurality  of  wives  is 
not  a  duty  enjoined,  but  an  indulgence 
permitted :  before  you  entered  upon  the 
fubjeft,  you  muft  have  been  confcious 
that  the  genius,  the  manners,  the  tem- 
per, and  the  laws  of  your  country,  were 
in  diredl  oppofition  to  your  fyftem. 
You  could  not  flatter  yourfelf  that  any 
arguments  you  could  make  ufe  of,  were 
fufficient  to  lay  afide  a  principle  In  fo- 
clety,  founded  in  reafon,  and  confirmed 
by  beneficial  experience.  The  weak  and 
the  wicked  will  be  happy  to  juftify 
themfelves  by  any  plaufible  authority, 
K  2  when 


^ 
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when  they  violate  one  of  the  chief 
bonds  of  focial  comfort :  hence  the 
cfFefts  of  your  labours  militates  with 
thofe  of  St.  Paul,  who  enjoins  every 
foul  to  he  JubjeEi  to  the  higher  powers. 

I  fliould  here  take  my  leave  of  you, 
and  of  the  fubjed,  If  I  had  not  on  my 
hands  a  debt  of  gratitude,  which  I  am 
defirous  to  difcharge.  It  is  to  thofe 
fingle  gentlemen,  who  fhall  have  done 
me  the  honour  to  perufe  this  trifling 
performance.  I  cannot  be  more  fincere 
in  my  return  for  fuch  an  obligation, 
than  by  apprifing  them  of,  and  con- 
fequently  warning  them  againfl:,  thofe 
gangers  and  Inconveniencies  to  which 

%  they 
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they  fubje£l  themfelves,  when  they  en- 
ter into  that  ftate,  which  the  chief  of 
our  Poets  has  beautifully  painted  as  the 


Sole  propriety 


**  In  Paradife  of  all  things  common  elfe." 
The  tranfcribing  a  long  note,  will  fur- 
nifh  me  with  an  opportunity,  which 
cannot  fail  to  derive  additional  weight, 
from  its  having  made  its  appearance  Uft- 
der  the  venerable  fandlion  of  your  re- 
fpedable  authority. 

/  **  It  is  to  be  feared  that  there  are  not  a  few  fe- 

*'  males,  who  (like  other  monopolifts)  take  the  ad- 
*'  vantage  of  the  poor  hufband's  fituation,  to  ufe 
"  him  as  they  pleafe ;  and  this  for  pretty  much  the 
''  fame  reafon,  why  the  afs  in  the  fable  infulted  and 
*'  kicked  the  poor  old  lion — becaufe  it  is  not  in  their 
'*  power  to  refent  it  as  they  ought, 

*^  The  advice    which    king  Ahafuerus  received 
<<  from  his  wife  men,  the  kw^n.  princes  of  Media 

"  and 
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"  and  Ferfia^  upon  queen  VaJlAt's  difobedlence, 
*«  would  have  an  excellent  effect  could  it  be  fol- 
*'  lowed.  Many  an  high  fpirited  female  woul4 
*'  have  too  cogent  a  reafon  againft  the  indulgence 
*'  of  a  refractory  difpofition  not  to  fupprefs  it. 
*'  Her  prlde^  which  is  now  the  hufband's  torment^ 
*'  would  then  become  his  fecurity^  at  leaft  in  a  great 
*'  meafure  j  for  pride  is  a  vice,  which,  as  it  tends 
*'  to  f elf -exaltation^  maintains  uniformly  its  own 
*'  principle — not  to  bear  the  thoughts  of  a  rivals 
*'  See  Efther  i.  lo,  &c.  As  things  are  with  us,  the 
*'  poor  man  muft  grind  in  mola  afmaria  during  life, 

*'  It  is  certain,  that  nothing  can  be  a  releafe  from 
*'  the  bond  of  marriage  itfelf  but  deaths  or  an  a£fc 
*'  of  adultery  in  the  wife  ;  but  that  a  man  is  at  all 
*'  events  bound  to  maintain  the  external  bond,  by 
*^  cohabitihg  with  a  woman,  who,  inftead  of  being 
*'  an  help-meet  for  him  (as  we  fay)  becomes,  by  the 
*'  violence  and  perverfenefs  of  her  temper  and  dif- 
*'  pofition,  a  conftant  and  increafing  torment ;  and 
*'  this  after  the  moft  friendly,  tender,  and  kind  ad- 
*'  monitions,  is  not  confonant  either  to  Scripture 
*«  or  reafon. 

*'  Some  will  tell  us,  that  fuch  a  thing  muft  be 
*'  looked  upon  as  happening  by  the  will  of  Provi- 
"  DENCE,  as  a  chaftifement  or  vifitation  from 
*'  heaven,  and  therefore  muft  be  fubmitted  to,  and 
*'  endured, 

««  So 
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<«  So  is  ficknefs  from  the  hand  of  God ;  fo  are 
"  afflictions  of  all  kinds,  and  certainly  to  be  fub- 
*<  mitted  to  with  patience  and  refignation  ;  yet  to 
«<  ufe  means  of  recovery  from  ficknefs,  and  of  deli- 
"  very  from  trouble  and  afflidion,  are  apparent  du- 
•<  ties,  and  why  not  in  the  other  cafe  ?" 

How  far  this  train  of  fentiment  can 
be  reconciled  with  a  liberal  mind,  I 
leave  thofe  who  poffefs  it  to  determine. 
For  my  own  part  I  am  free  to  confefs, 
that  the  ideas  appear  to  me^fo  uncandid, 
that  I  am  furprized  they  could  find  for 
their  author,  a  man  of  your  education, 
charafter,  and  connexions.  It  has  ever 
been  fuppofed  that  the  hufband  is  the 
head ;  fcripture  and  reafon  both  con- 
cur in  allowing  him  the  fuperiority. 
Your  experience  in  the  world  cannot 


have  left  you  uninformed,  that  tyranny 
is  not  unfrequently  the  concomitant  of 
power.  I  am  forry  to  fay  it  of  my  own 
fex,  but  I  am  fearful  that  women  have 
more  urgent  reafon  to  complaui  of  the 
men,  than  men  have  of  the  women. 
At  leaft,  I  believe,  the  ballance  is  pretty 
even  between  them. 

I  now  draw  to  a  conclufion :  I  have 
thrown  together  my  ideas  on  the  fubjeft 
of  polygamy :  they  are  m  truth,  very 
crude,  and  indigefted.  The  vain  pre- 
fumptlon  of  removing  your  prejudices, 
or  of  giving  inftrudlion  to  the  learned, 
was  by  no  means  the  inducement  of  my 
taking  up  the  pen.     The  objedl  of  my 

en* 
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endeavours  has  been  fimply  to  throw 
fome  information  in  the  way  of  the  plain 
and  unlettered  ;  and  to  oppofe,  as  far  as 
lies  in  the  power  of  an  obfcure  citizen, 
the  dangerous  confequences  that  may  a* 
rife  from  your  publication.  Though, 
indeed,  I  defpair  of  there  being  public 
virtue  fufficient  either  in  our  feminaries 
of  piety,  learning,  and  devotion,  or  oriL 

the  bench  of to  take  a  proper 

notice  of  the  work,  entitled  Thelyp-- 
thora ;  I  will  hope,  that  there  are 
fome  individuals,  whofe  inclination  and 
ability  will  fo  far  co-operate,  as  to  ftep 
forward  to  expofe  the  fallacy  of  your 
reafoning,  and  to  render  inert  the  efFeds 
which  might  otherwife  be  derived  from 
L  it; 


s 
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^t ;  fo  that,  according  to  the  elegant  me-- 
taphor  of  a  deceafed  nobleman,  the  poi- 
fon  *  and  the  antidote  may  go  together. 
The  injuries  which  your  labours  will 
probably  do  to  the  world,  ought  by  you 
to  have  been  forefeen.  You  owe  much  to 
the  public.  You  have  a  great  atonement 
to  make.  Martin  Luther,  the  great  Pro- 
teftant  Reformer,  fet  you  an  illuftrious 
example — it  had  been  well  if  you  had 
followed  it.     His  dying  prayer  was,  that 

every 


*  The  mention  of  the  word  poifon,  reminds  me 
of  an  anecdote  not  unworthy  of  being  known. — A 
very  faithful  fervant  of  God,  a  diligent  labourer  in 
the  vineyard  of  Chrift,  being  afked  if  he  had  read 
Mr.  M.'s  publication,  replied  in  the  negative; 
being  urged  to  give  his  reafon,  he  made  this  fhrewd, 
intelligent,  and  fignlficant  reply,  "  Becaufe  I  am 
*'  unwilling  to  try  how  much  arfenic  my  conftitu- 
*^  tipn  will  bear," 
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every  fyllable  he  had  written  might^_be 
deftroyed,  left  (fuch  was  the  purity  of 
his  zeal)  it  flbould  be  found  his  fentiments 
had  mihtated  with,  and  thereby  done 
difhonour  to  the  Word  of  God.  If  fuch 
was  his  fear,  even  in  fo  glorious  a 
CAUSE  as  that  wherein  he  was  engaged, 
how  much  more  would  it  have  become 
you  to  have  been  actuated  by  fuch  fenti- 
ments in  an  undertaking,  which,  if  a» 
dopted  by  the  world,  muft  lead  to  the 
introduftion  of  licentioufnefs,  and  muft 
terminate  in  the  overthrow  of  every 
principle  of  focial  comfort.  The  very 
infidel  (a  folecifm  in  the  hiftory  of  re- 
ligion) will  avail  himfelf  of  the  detached 
parts  of  the  Bible,  with  which  you  have 

fupplied 
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fapfliedJilm,  to  juftify  himfelf  In  mea-* 
fiires,  which  in  his  confcience  he  knows 
to  be"^  contrary  to  thQ  '^^  moral  fitfiefs  of 

I  here  take  my  leave  of  you,  with  ap- 
Inlying  to  myfelf  part  of  your  own' 
words.  - —  "  Here,  Reader,  I  have  lifted 
*'  up  the  hlve^  and  out  has  flown  the 
'^  fwarm  ;  not  zfwarm  of  ufeful,  induf- 
^*  trious  bees^  but  a  fwarm  like  that  in 
*^  Egypt ^  which  was  grievous^  and  cor-- 
•*^  rupted  the  landJ"* 

I  am,  with  due  refpe^l. 
Reverend  Sir, 
Your  very  humble  Servant, 

A  LAYMAN, 


prv 


